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Dear Sirs: 



REASONS IN SUPPORT OF REQUEST FOR PRE-APPEAL CONFERENCE 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1-11 under Section 102(e) "as being anticipated by Multer et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,671,757)." Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection and requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Claim 1 recites "associating the data object with a selected one of two or more data object 
types" and "sending the data to the user through the mobile system interface in accordance with 
one or more data attributes defined for the selected data object type" Thus, as recited by Claim 
1, the particular type of data object, where the type is selected from at least two data types, 
influences the manner in which the data is sent to the user through the mobile system interface. 

Multer et al. specifically teach away from type-specific attributes for data in transit. In 

particular, Multer et al. teach at column 28, lines 20-25, that "the server application must then 

convert the information into the universal record format which can be utilized by other server 

device engines to take content information into their own particular application" (emphasis 

supplied). Multer et al. further teach away from type-specific delivery of data: 

The universal record format allows the application objects to support a wide range of 
extensible application item types such as contacts, calendar, mail, bookmarks, and 
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the like. Flexible type name and value associations permit synchronization without 
regard to individual vendor application information formats. Each application object 
encapsulates mapped knowledge from the vendor unique format to the universal 
format of the present invention. As such, an application object can be designed to 
support any combination of application and binary information types. In essence, 
application objects can be designed to support a vendor application using only binary 
file synchronization if the internal format of the application is not known. (Multer et 
al. at column 28, lines 31-45). 

Thus, Multer et al. specifically teach converting type-specific data into a "universal record 
format" such that any application can process the data. Whatever type the data may be before or 
after transport, the data can be only one type - the universal record format - during transit 
according to Multer et al. In the universal record format, the data cannot be sent "in accordance 
with one or more data attributes defined for the selected data object type" as recited by 
Applicant's Claim 1 . 

Applicant's Claim 1 is therefore allowable over Multer et al. Claims 2-1 1 depend from Claim 
1 and are therefore similarly allowable. 

Claim 5 is allowable over Multer et al. for reasons independent of those discussed above with 
respect to Claim 1 . Claim 5 recites "sending the data along with one or more user interface 
triggers by which the user can invoke one or more respectively associated actions to be taken 
with respect to the data." Thus, according to Claim 5, the user interface triggers for associated 
actions are sent "along with" the data itself. The Examiner has cited no teaching or suggestion of 
Multer et al. that such user interface triggers accompany type-specific data through a mobile 
system interface. Accordingly, Claim 5 and Claims 6-1 1 that depend therefrom are allowable 
over Multer et al for reasons independent of those given above with respect to Claim 1. 

Claim 7 recites that "sending the data to the user includes sending the instructions [which 
define a behavior of the selected action] with the data." The Examiner has only cited teaching of 
Multer et al. regarding what a receiving application might do with the universal record format 
data once it's received but cited no teaching or suggestion that the data that is actually sent 
includes any computer instructions, let alone instructions which define a behavior of an action 
that can be invoked by a user for performance on the sent data. Claim 7 is therefore allowable 
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over Multer et al. for reasons independent of those given above with respect to Claims 1 and 5. 

For these reasons, pending Claims 1-11 are allowable over the cited art and such action is 
respectfully requested. 



Ivey, Smith 8c Ramirez 

3025 Totterdell Street 
Oakland, California 94611-1742 
Voice: (510) 336-1100 
Facsimile: (510) 336-1122 



Respectfully submitted, 




James D. Ivey v^J 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 37,016 
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